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1. ^ The amendment filed on 10 November 2010 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) ^ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) □ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

1) The change to the title set forth in the paper filed 11/10/2010 appears to corresponds to that previously made/entered 
via the amendment filed 8/24/2010. 

2) Further, as noted by applicant, the listing of claim #35 in item #2 on the PTOL-37 mailed 10/12/2010, i.e., as being an 
allowed claim, is clearly erroneous and represents an obvious typographical error as evidenced, for example, by the other 
papers associated threwith (e.g., the claim index, the issue information, etc). Specifically, item #2 on the PTOL-37 mailed 
10/12/2010 should have read: "The allowed claim(s) is/are 18-22, 24-26, 29-31, 33-34, 36, and 37, renumbered 1-15 



respectively" 
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